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The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1,2,4,5 and 7-9 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

The brackets used in claim 1 and claim 4 are confusing and/or an improper 
amendment. How do the brackets affect the claim? Strikethrough or double brackets are 
necessary for indicating deletion of subject matter. 

Claims 1 ,2,4,5 and 7-9 are rejected under 35 USC as obvious over Nodera '443. 

Nodera exemplifies (Nos. 5, 6,) blends of PC, HIPS, Metablen S2001, talc, 
antistatic agent and flame retardants. Metablen S2001 is one of applicant's preferred 
silicone-acrylate grafts (page 15, line 24 of spec.) HIPS is a polymer based on styrene 
and qualifies as applicant's (B). Nodera (col 4 line 63) also lists acrylonitrile/styrene 
copolymer as an alternative to HIPS. Glass fibers (col. 10, line 45) are listed as an 
alternative to talc. 

"Consisting of excludes the presence of flame retardants and antistatic agents 
from applicants claims. It would have been obvious to eliminate these additives as well 
as their functions if flame retardancy and electrical resistivity were not of concern 
(MPEP 2144.04 II). 

Note that viscosity average molecular weights are nearly equal to weight 
average molecular weights. Therefore Nodera's viscosity average molecular weight of 
19,000 would fall within applicant's weight average molecular weight range. 
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Claims 1,2,4,5 and 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the J1 1349796 Patent In view of Nodera '443 or ObayashI '914. 

The JP11 349796 reference exemplifies blends of PC, SAN and silicon/acrylate 
graft. Oral translation indicates paragraph 19 calls for inorganic filler (termed "bulking 
agent" by the machine translation), but glass fibers are not named. 

Nodera (col. 10, line 44,45,63) lists glass fiber etc in amounts of 2-30 pph as 
suitable filler in similar PC/grafted rubber compositions. Obayashi exemplifies the use 
of glass fiber in similar PC/ grafted rubber compositions. It would have been obvious to 
use glass fibers as the filler in the J'796 compositions in the conventional amounts for 
the expected reinforcing effect. 

Takahashi 2003/0112520 (paragraph 102) is cited for his more detailed 
description of the SAN 290FF that is believed used in J796. 

Claims 1,2,4,5 and 7-9 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the JP08269314 Patent in view of Nodera '443 or Obayashi '914. 

The JP08269314 reference exemplifies blends of PC, PMMA and Metablen 
S2001 (applicant's silicone graft). In the examples, the PC has an intrinsic viscosity of 
0.5dl/g (or 0.05 l/g). This corresponds to a viscosity average molecular weight of 22,000 
according to the known correlation. Reinforcing materials such as fibers can be included 
(paragraph 56) although glass fibers and amounts thereof amounts are not specified. 

Nodera (col. 10, line 44,45,63) lists glass fiber etc in amounts of 2-30 pph as 
suitable filler in similar PC/grafted rubber compositions. Obayashi exemplifies the use 
of glass fiber in similar PC/ grafted rubber compositions. 
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It would have been obvious to use glass fibers as the reinforcing fiber in the J 
'314 composition in the conventional amounts for the expected reinforcing effect. 

Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/23/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues the HIPS of Nodera does not qualify as applicant's B) because 
B) must be "rubber free". 

This is not convincing because the "rubber free" limitation is not present in the 
claims. Limitations from the specification are not to be read into the claims (MPEP 
2145 VI.) 

Applicant argues comparison#1 and examples#2,3 show that of the specification 
show that the use of silicone/acrylate graft is superior to the use of ABS. 

It is not seen how this data overcomes Nodera. Nodera actually exemplifies the 
use of silicone/acrylate graft. Furthermore, Nodera's examples do not use ABS, but 
HIPS. 

Applicant argues the proposed inclusion of glass fibers for improving flame 
retardance in the J796 composition would make processing more difficult. 

There is nothing of record that would predict the resultant glass fiber reinforced 
composition of J796 would be intractable or unprocessable. The inclusion of glass 
fibers would not have been expected to render the J796 unsatisfactory for its intended 
purpose. It appears glass fibers perform their expected function of increasing 
reinforcement/stiffness at the expense of some decrease in fluidity. Nodera teaches the 
inorganic filler such as glass fibers increase rigidity (col 10 line 45). The fact that the 
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J796 composition (prior to inclusion of glass fiber) was touted as having excellent 
flowability actually makes the proposed inclusion more feasible/obvious. The easily 
processable composition would be expected to tolerate some decrease in flow rate in 
order to increase stiffness etc. J796 does not forbid the inclusion of additives that 
increase the viscosity to some extent. Furthermore, applicant allows for small amounts 
of fiber (0.4 parts). Such small amounts would have a correspondingly small effect on 
viscosity. 

Applicant argues J'314 uses a (meth)acrylic resin which no longer qualifies as 
applicant's B). 

As pointed out in the 1 12 rejection, the brackets in claim 4 does not delete 
(meth)acrylics from claim 4. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Buttner whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1084. The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays from 10 to 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Randy Gulakowski, can be reached on 571-272-1302. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

D. Buttner ^ ^ '^^'^ 
1/19/06 



